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1. This is a report on the meeting held at home of Eueene STA:HIV

in foreet Hills,Queens, in the evening of 15 Dec 1966. Present were:

Ivan Liq.aCH 9 Lmytro FAVLYCHKO ( they came in a cnauffe/ed i1Ieiun car,which,

according to PAVENEKO, left alter dropring them off), HeLUBNYCHY,

KeleIRSKY,GHOMIAK,and ele:HII. Mrs olnKHIV took part in the talks at

intervals between her chores in the kitchen.

The meeting was arranged about a week in advance,as the parting diecuseion

between the poets and the oound Table Club leaders. Kaminsky was just _(-,/
a ,lember of the Club. Very little time was wasted on formalities,

therefore, and the participants got to serious discussion almost im ediately,

2. HOLUBDYCHY opened the discuseion , a4resident of the Round Table

Club. He sumoarized what he termed was his own and nis colleagues'
views on the poets' stay in the States. He said plainly, that the

various appearances the poets made, outside the United Nations, were
in fact arranged by the Club , or its members. For the benefit of
future such visits, HOLUBNYCHY sugeested to the poets that they let

it be known in the Ukraine , so that the Club would not have any

/iculties in ae anging other appearances and events. At the same time

t:Iere shoulL be no misunderstanding as to political 'profile" of the

Club, i.e. the poets as well as their people should have no doubts about

the national independist position of the Club andmust not °"448Q
with "progressives" or individuals like Kosach.

HOonNYCHY also informed them that it it is not wise to visit Homeso
here in company of the UN Nieeion oflicials, as V4 Favlychko and Drach

have dome it on several occasions, and he rebuked them for inviting

two editors of local corn unist newspapers ( TOLOPKO and Dr LEVYTSKY) to

the Columbia evening , without first clearing it with the organizers.
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Here the poets showed some offence. Pavlychko explained that he

invited the comaunist editors, to saow them how Ale academic world in

America receives the poets from Kiev, or more simply to imprese theme

Also to show them that the poetry of young generation finds proper

appreciation in the American academic world whereas quite often in Kiev

and among progressives this Os not the caee. Also to show them that
"nationaliate have access to the American academic werld whereas

"progressives" could not even dream of it.

DRACH was offended by Holubnychy's statement about the role

of the Club in arranging their appearances. " I don't like it when

someone gives you something, and then keeps reminding you of it," he said.

This misunderstanding was later clarified, and theVening ended amiSably.

In con:.ection with what dolubnychy had said ,Pavlychko asked him

wtater it was also he, who told Hryhori KO6TIUK not to arrange for the

poets a farewell party, se_ for the next evening. HoLUBNYCHY explained

that such a party could not be arranged by the president of the Ukrainian

writers association in exile, at the time when Ukrainian writers ad

intelaectuale are imprisoned in the Ukraine, and especially after the

Foreign iiinister BILOK3L3S failed to show up, without any explanation, for

a pre-arran0 interview with the Round Table Club people.

Pavlychko simply acknowledged the first part-, and as for

aZLO-aeaaa , he explainea that the new minister is very new at this game, and

Le probabl:f	 simply friantened by the questions submitted in advance.
Later on he asea taat in his opinion it W-8 better to submit difrereat

"leaa lekley sharp" questions and then surprise him with proper ones.
This was said by Pavlychko half jokingly.

&amaarizing Helybnychy streseed that the Rouna Table Club

was ready to serve as a forum for further development of cultural contacts

with the Ukraine provided the other side ( in Kiev) would properly

behave and not mieude those contacts for other than cultural relations,

'zaminsky a:deed that a further develppment of those contacts will

also depend on positive changes in the Ukraine itself, i.e. on

new deveapments favorable for Ukrainians not only in cultural but

in political domain as well.



aithout thoee ceanges there we.e no chances that contacts could really
develop.

holubnychy also suggested that for further development of

contacts it would be better to establish a regular USA -Ukraine iheiendship

ocuiety, with ethnic Lduerican participation. de said that if an

initiative for such society were to come from Ukraine , the Club could help

establish . the American side of it.

.3. Holonych et al. spoke also about Ukraine's diplomatic
representation in the USA and Canada. They all agreed that the very

i desireable establishment of an embassy is out of the question at present,
!but a consulate would help , and at the very least, it could be expected
! that a Ukrainian cultural attache be attached to the Soviet embasey.
Pavlychko stressed that he was very much in favor of the latter two
proposals aria will present th min Kiev. de also said that when he returns
he intends to deliver a three-hour talk based on his observations in America,
to the CC CPUkraineJ en teis occasion he was full of praises for
aigxex emigre intellectuals mentioning in particular PRITSAK and the fact

that the Noble Committee Lad asked him for his opinion on various

Noble prize candidates. " I got the copy of the letter of the Noble

Comeitte and I will show it to Shelest himself to show him what peaple

there are abroad ", he concluded.

4. Replying to Holubnychy's and others' "expose" jPAVLYCLIKO said
yuilrg e ogRiigstLkgin with. what Kaminsky said about basic conditions for
'maintained  that things are on a way 4.He ,aentioned seeral cultural
e. ,,tvances. ...ainsky broke in with a statement ,that culture is not

enough, that without political advances ,any cultural aceievemente way

be lest overniget. To correct the horrible results of Stalinist nationalities

policy and neutralize the present Ruseification d%rive, an officially

different policy is to be proclaimed in form of ofeicial government and

party decrees. A few such decrees and the oenosition still prevailing

in Ukraine to teings Ukrainian would be stopped at once, he said.

PAVLYCHKO replied that the process of Ukrainization can ot be decreed

becuase it would engender stronger resistance of hussian chauvinists

in the Ukraine . L3TeKt1iV interjected that under the eircumetances the

Sokiet gvernment would have to choose between the Ukrainian people or



-4-

A million and euseian minority j the Ukraine of 7 or 8 miliion,

eavlyehko did not object and said something to the effect that actually
sooner or later thingewill come to a decreed Ukrainization.
when he, and Drach kept referring to the last congress of Ukraine's writer

an one indication that :Icrainization is now in . progress. Pavlychko said:
"Don't think that what was said at the Congress apples only to

writers. Our writers care the word down to the grassroots level. After

the Congress, say, a writer comes to a factory, and sees there a sign

in Jeueeian. He'll go to the manager, and tell him • Look man, take this

down. eon't you realize this sign is out of place in a Ukrainian plant?"

DRACH brougOt up HON HAR'S statement at the congress of writers,

aeout . "nati.)nal dignity" and said that even three years ago a person

would be accused of bourgeois natienaiism for nentioning such things,

yet HUNGHER did say it this year, proving that Ukrainization was in progress
EGLUBNYCHY raised the question of the "analgamation of nations"

and asserted that this	 a simplified unscholarly "theory" concocted to

cover up the luesification of non-Rueeian nations. Neither Pavlychko
nor erach objected.

5. Kaminsky mentioned that even now ,after 25 years, trials are
being held id Ukraine, of former nationalist underground members, but

none of the RKVD members who are very much guilty of crimes comeitted

In the Uheeene during and after the war, , also in fight with Ukrainian
Underground. He said it is high time that those people were tried.
STAKdIV also told them that it was ironical that the German chiftain
in Ukraine - Koch - was tried in Poland and not in Ukraine, when most
of As crimes were coeeitted there. 3TAKHIV suggested that the reason
Ukraine did not try Koch was to cover up the fact that thousands of
Ukrainians died under German occupation because they opposed the regime
and the Ukrainian nationalists were in front of this fight against
German occupants.

Pavlychko replied that the matter of trials of KGBists was

a very delicate one, some of them had already been punished, but

admitLedly ';ot in the context af mentioned by Kaminsky,
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The trouble is - lavlychko said - that you would have to try not
only lieutenants tacaptains or ordinary members of troikas but those

higher above thew in the first order. And those are still there, on

high positions, and obviously are not going to harm themselves".

6. 62.LLHIV brought up the problem of Ukrainian minorities
in Ruesian -eederalist Republic and in the satellites. he pointed out

that when the Rumanians were oppressing the Hungarian minority in Rumania,

KADAR spoke up in the Hungarians' defence, but when Ukrainian minorities
in Rumania and other satellite countries suffered injustices from the regim
of these countries , the Ukrainian government and /clarity party said th-t*r

could not do anything about it , because this would mean interfering in the

internal afiairs of these countries.
:Pavlychko adeitted that this w s not right and said something to the

efLect "you can't do all at once".

7. is throughout their star here PAVLYCHKO- once again brought

up the need for a Ukrainian newspaper in America, wich would be neutral,

and which -would be read by Ukrainian intellectuals here. His main point

was that also Ukrainian writers in Ukraine could contribute to it. This

would also help to introduce emigre writers and intellectuals to

Uerainian milieu in Ukraine and use emigre elements for Ukrainization.
:eavlychko as told they should forget about selling this idea,

because it would not eu. liOLUBNYOHY sugeested they arrange such a

newspaper eeth tee progreesives in Canada. Kaminsky cA.ticized them for

a deliberate tendency to eliminate all political in emigres wAile

they thmseives stick all the time to their political line. He mentioned

some of their public skatements and also atacked them for Ei a tendency
to discriminate elien inside the New Yorker group. He meant in particular

hmma Andiyevean whom they were not going to publish while encouraging

ethers to co-operate with theme They must understand one thing,namely,

that fur the _eke ei contacts or being published in the 'Ukraine no one

would discard onc'e eolitical convictions and it would be ridiculous
to think oteerwise.
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PVLYCHKO denied that they were not going to print Andiyevska and then

cenected himself that actually waen they eliminated her from "the

others" it was only because her style and modernism in general would be

ikladrA 4	in the Ukraine.

11-61CH said something to the effect that they had to distinguish

between a .1 ._oshelivets and a Shevelov, because while the latter was only

a scholar, the former was editor of a journal wit4distinct political

profile.

Pavlychko said that the emigres do have some good journals.

ile mentioned "Letters to Friends" and -uchannist, but insited that

a newseaper is needed. CHO 7AIAK comnented that the intellectuals don't

need a newspaper, because they have things like the Mimes but journals

of opinion are something they do read.

8. Kaminsky raised the problem of Ra-nian writers in the
Ukraine, refer. ing to KIINETSOV and NEKRAS:30V. Ioth Drach and
Pavlychko spoke unfavorably about them, in particular about NEKRAOSOV and

According to	 ACH, NEKRASnOV as je,ish and showed little

interest in things Ukrainian. UnHAKCV and others kept also separately
amd minded their own business. These people live in the Ukraine,

but when their sui-,ort is needed for some Ukrainian cause $ they dscline

to help. .iv-; a rule , in nationality 	 they are Ru,isian

cnauvinist,

nnked abou	 Ji3OTJidUui and the '106GOW liberal group, DRAC;11 and PAVLYGdKO

said that SO'nuUKHIN'S defence of Ukrainian culture and language was

an individual ease and no one among the liberals supported him.

nOLOUKHIN himself is of average caliber. Tvardovsky and Novi Mir 

do also not go beyond the 14reian interests.

among Jewish writers in the Ukraine, DR:Xd mentioned

.i0LOVANIVICY as rue one who Lad ul)orted shestydesiataykz 9 and. helped

Kosteako Lina.
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9. PATLYCHKO streseed that ACHERBYTSKY waa the man in the

party on whom he pineed great hopes. he told the story about his
removal for the op position to Khrashchev. Accordingly, SliChEBYTSKY

/ideverrefused to auteliegz corn -contingents Khrushchev demanded from Ukraine

and for that Nikita sent him to Dnepropetrovsk.
realking of iiEeiiii/EV and KOSYGIN, Pavlychko spoke more favorably about
the latter, •ased - profes_ionalist and reasonable man.

10. ccording to -eavlychko , KIRICHENKO, at one time heir apparent

of Khruehchev, w_s demoted for his silly remark in Prague about his

wish to see soon Gzechoelovakia incorporated into the Soviet Union.

This created . a real turbulance in the Czeck Comeunist Party and
e.lICHEHli:0 had to go.

11. Asked about e0LeSKA, Drach said with a grin that he is

an agent of Ja-oanese . inteleigence". He Wa3 also asked who among the
writers epecilaize in attacking theeMigres. Drach replied that these are

easily distinguished, because as a rule they are winners of the Yaroslav
Halah . Prize. Among the latest was also TSMOKALENKO .

12. When 'etOteelYOHY w s giving Drach and Pavlychko one of his

books, Kaminsky remarked that judging by the amount of books they (the
poets) had received by now, the KGB could easily arrange another two or

three teiele by taking some of these books away from the poets.
eavlychko denied teat he would even give his books for such a purpose

and adeed that as a matter of fact he personally had sewn all the bags

with books and saw to it that they arrive in Kiev "undamaged". " I am

not a Vitia Korotych - he continued - and I would raise a real hell
eheule only one boek disappear". he said that he was going to keep
all these books in his library as he had done in the past. Incidentally,
he had hozetriiene Vidrodzennia shortly after it had been published

and it stood tnere on his shelf. "but I did not do like the recently

sentenced who were reproducing copies and disseminating them among

people. ..irst of slit, I went to the KGB and I told them: I got this book
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ancl 1 eant to keep it f you have nothing against it. And they agreed I

-ke-p it.

lj. Both,.Drach and Pavlychko said nothing derogatory about

DLIUBA and KO:TENKO but in general were very reluctant to talk abouiithem.

At one point Iavlychko said that he did not aperove the stand taken by

AILA because it w s ineffective. Instead of proclaiming his ideas

privately DZIUBA should have acquired a position	 the CC and try

to implement his goals from there.

loth poets Atres,ed that they are very eager to get DZIUBA and KOSTENKO

back into 'their fold" and straighten out all the misunderstandings.

Asked by Kauinsky what was tinaning of Hochar's remark about "hysterical
outcries behind the scenes" in his conclusive speech, Pavlychko and

Drach replied Fulkg that they knew nothing about it. They did not even

read this part of Honchar's speech.

14. The poets said that they were urged to go to Canada before.

leaving this continent. Pavlychko steessed the trip was being arranged

on the highse level -- through SHPEDKO. As to SUPDKO himslef, according
to Pavlychko, lie was not doing enough for Ukrainians.
As to the trip- Globe Tours in Winntex is covering the cost of travel.

Pavlychko assumed it vs Kravchuk's idea they visit Canada.

15. Favlychko praised KRAVC4UK Petro of Toronto, as the man

whohitsthetablewithhisfistwhen
A 
comes to Kiev". Also PE:OKOPCEUK

was O.K. On the whole , the Canadian progressives were much bet er than

their American counterpart. By their demands for Ukrainization they

helped a lot .

16. Pavlychko was of a rather low opinion about the staff of
6 rainian Niseion in .hew Yerk. He was particularly dieeati4fied with
llEVCIIEI ;iKO, a typical diad , ko who does not even speak any foreign

language. "Lc.) what can you expect from eueh a diplomat?"
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L.-Go heproaohed for making statements about "ferL:er Gestapo

collaborator" among the sentenced, l'avlychko skiped this problem and
re plied with a ezpreksion of his and Draoh's apireneasion about eventual

consequences for taem of the publication of their statement on the
question of the sentenced in Svoboda. He implied that they could be
reprimanded io th,,.t by their bosses in 	 I. wios exl;l4ined to them
that those D:eseut saw nothing compromising for them (the poets) in their
statements and what's more, obviously they mUst,bave s.cted on au understandini

with their bas--ea. Also: such statement as an official confirmation

of the arrests was mandeltory oil their part if they were really going to
induce the aut4orities to release the sentenced. Indirectly, this shouad
help them to exert more pressure on authorities. After ao that the topic

:1; dropped.

23. Asked why the poets did not go to the	 Club, Pavlychko
replied that they simply were not keon on going t'aere because they
did not want to put themselves into an embarrasing position. The boys
demand 15 seats for all the Republican Unions of Writers and the PEN Club
is not willing to agree to it. The main point,however, is9, that

the poets could be asked veri.ous pertinent questions as to their
eventual :embership with the 1):.:N and " we have practically nothing to tell
them". " Vie have no instructions".



Sub. ,	D

:	 Deo 1966

1. is is a report on the tete-a-tete conversation 	 Source

had vdth D. at SYLAKIVS on 15 Dec 1966. On the side at the table, on the

way to the subway, and in the subway Source had oportunity to talk

with Subject separately. oLowing are the main points of their

conversations.

2. Asked about Anatoli SIEV's;HUK, subject comfirmed that he was one

of the sentenced. iii trial took place in SHIAM12 at about same time

as otner riu1s - in Lvov, lvanofrankivsk,Kiev. subject did not know who

else ',:as tried in zhitomir. Anatoli is in his twesties, a student, and

writes some poetry. is brother is valert SnEVOliUK.

3. As far .s Subject w_s aware of, STrJACHNY was not sentenced,

he was still under investigation ',:hen released. The sentenced are

in hordevska ASS2, at the sa .u.ion Pot'ma.

4. 1,J:ter the arrests there were some souabbles insi • e the party and

the KGB. Some'reople wanted to build up the whole aifair to oUN-like
it

proportions and usf0.1- a :eneral crack on Ukrainian intellientsia.
it,he oth ers wanted to use.iur ?:.;ettiag more concessions for Ukrainian

cause,and. in sul)jeot's opinion, the latter prevailea.

5. Lulzing at the inf r:nation published in a Ui_rainian	 or

on the arrested and sentenced, Subject said that all the data are

more or less correct. ( N.B. 24e data were from Prolog- bulletin)

6.ALked what could be dune if theoretically there woad be some

relatives of .:oyn abroad who would like to help his family, Subject

interrupted Sourde that he knew of what relatives he "theoretically" was

talking, undiEs opinion any attempt to help through him would only harm
Subject and Huryn's family in the Ukraine. Sub j ect saw Horns wife

in tac spring 1966.
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7. L19I-CC5 of, the ,,,,nrlounced ',.; :raillizatic;n won't i p e easy.
many .3:,ified elciaeats i)n. high po::.it1L,n w'ic gill

ebts:ut the 'rainiAioni;

8. •.I .Laject eai , d he -43 .6 sowewhat ;Leitical about the effectimeness
of	 a:,;ainot s.o.U.is in the Ukraine such :13 BILCDID because
this o154) helpec.i: them in the eyes of highest authoities. i ttacks of
c, migres could be quite useful for such types.

• Zrom tb.ose involved in ;.;hevohenko-6tain-glass-panel -affair
Z.,YVJ,KHA is at Po 'ma , L31:YKINA was lt.A't in peace uuring the arests,
11URLiA wau ititt:rroguteci.

10. -ske .z;_ an:)ut hi grudge he had a ,:ainst C., 3ubjwt replied
"let'z; 1% ;rcet about it-. Fo	 s ti1 intereted in boAcs and C. proaised

to L3end them throuGh



Subject: BILOBORODKO, Vitaliy Lvovich of Odessa Ukrainian S.S.R.
Source; Y.
Date;	 22 Dec. 1966

1. Subject was born 1934 in the 22-1tava region of Ukraine, during

the Stalinist era his parents moved to Odessa, where he grew up, and

now considers Odessa his home. He is of medium height, well built,has

Hongolian facial features, brown hair. Subject is married and has one

son. He speaks Ukrainian well, but has a tendency to use Russian words.

He is a historian by profession, and studied history while attending

Georgetown University during the winter of 1965 and Spring of 1966.

2. While attending Georgetown University Subject adjusted rapidly

to his new surrondings, he was the captain of the volleyball team in

the International House where he lived, and quickly picked up American

mannerisms and dress. Politiclly Subject avoided controversial topics

of discussion and when cornered changed the theme of the conversation

to banal matters. When asked to say a few words on the occassion of
the signing of a renewal of the cultural exchange program by the Soviet
and American governments, by the Voice of America raeio program he

refused. Subject often visited the Soviet embassy in 'vashington to

"receive his allotment of whisky" as he put it.

3. He was not interested in Ukrainian affairs, and when asked if he

as a historian was interested in Khmelnytsky, he replied that he was

not, but added that he knew of students in Odessa University, who
studied K:hmelnytsky and his era. Furthermore these students spoke only

Ukrainian among themselves, this fact was not understandable to Subject.

W'rile in c iachington, Subject was working on a paper entitled "Russian

Alaska", he did research in the library of Congress copying and photo-

graphing documents f oin the "Manuscript Division".


